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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Responaive to the action mailed November 2, 2005, applicant 
elects Group I (claims i-3, 5-13, and 15-28) drawn to 
Master/Slave computer controlling. Furthermore, the restriction 
is respectfully traversed. 

The restriction requirement is improper because it fails to 
provide evidence for the separate classification of identified 
Groups 1 and 2, and the restriction requirement fails to provide 
evidence that the combination (Group I) as claimed does not 
require the particulars of the subcombination (Group II) as 
claimed for patentability. See MPEP 806. 05(g). 
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